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SUPREME COURT MINUTES
FRIDAY, DECEMBER 28, 2001

SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA

S102676 In re Aleathea J. et al.,
6th Dist. a Person Coming Under the Juvenile Court Law
H023020 --------------------------------------------------------------------------

Monterey County Department of Social Services, Respondent
v.

Irene J., Appellant
Pursuant to written request of petitioner the above-entitled

petition for review is ordered withdrawn.

5th Dist. People, Respondent
F034554 v.
F035899 Raymond Anthony Dimas, Appellant

-------------------------------------------------------------
In re Raymond Anthony Dimas on Habeas Corpus

The time for granting review on the court’s own motion is hereby
extended to and including February 8, 2002.  (Cal. Rules of Court,
rule 28(a)(1).)

1st Dist. People, Respondent
A094273 v.
Div. 5 Jeremy Justin Maxwell, Appellant

The time for granting review on the court’s own motion is hereby
extended to and including February 19, 2002.  (Cal. Rules of Court,
rule 28(a)(1).)

Orders were filed in the following matters extending the time within
which to grant or deny a petition for review to and including the date indicated, or
until review is either granted or denied:

A088508/S101946 Charles Hicks et al. v. John Crane Incorporated – February 4,
2002.

A092156/S102089 Corrine E. Black as Trustee, etc. v. Financial Freedom
Senior Funding Corporation et al. -  February 11, 2002.



SAN FRANCISCO December 28, 2001 2218

A094248/S101588 Joseph Debro v. Los Angeles Raiders – February 1, 2002.

A096569/S102145 Michael Brodheim v. Solano County Superior Court; Denise
Schmidt et al., RPIs – February 11, 2002.

B136271/S101907 Save Open Space Santa Monica Mountains v. County of Los
Angeles and Department of Regional Planning et al.; Brian
Boudreau, RPIs – February 11, 2002.

B138734/S102081 Jay Hellinger et al. v. Farmer Insurance Exchange et al. -
February 4, 2002.

B143431/S102252 Michel Benasra v. Paul Marciano et al. – February 14, 2002.

B146053/S101955 Marcel Avram v. Michael Jackson – February 1, 2002.

B152078/S102134 Lompoc Healthcare District v. Workers’ Compensation
Appeals Board et al. – February 11, 2002.

E017343/S102022 Anthony G. Vasek v. Mt. San Jacinto College District et al.
and Companion Case – February 11, 2002.

E023674/S102026 James D. Bilbrey v. Paul Alford – February 11, 2002.

G025155/S101803 In re the Marriage of Barbara and James Helfrich; Barbara
Helfrich v. I.A.M. National Pension Fund – January 31,
2002.

G029794/S102035 Jack Rucker v. Orange County Superior Court; Ronald
Cunning, RPI – February 11, 2002.

G029837/S102029 City of Westminster v. Orange County Superior Court; Diem
Jay Alarcon et al., RPIs – February 11, 2002.

F038993/S102163 E. & J. Gallo Winery v. Workers’ Compensation Appeals
Board et al. – February 14, 2002.

H021099/S101902 Ralph Mix v. Beneficial California Incorporated –
February 1, 2002.
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S099619 Ruth Sherman et al., Plaintiff and Respondents
v.

Allstate Insurance Company, Defendant and Respondent
Michael Reese et al., Appellants

On application of appellants and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file appellants’ opening brief on
the merits is extended to and including January 31, 2002.

S097725 People, Respondent
v.

Daniel Walker, Appellant
On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is

ordered that the time to serve and file appellant’s reply brief on the
merits is extended to and including January 22, 2002.

S101047 Eric Humphrey, Petitioner
v.

Appellate Division of the Los Angeles County Superior Court,
Respondent
People, Real Party in Interest

On application of real party in interest and good cause appearing,
it is ordered that the time to serve and file the opening brief on the
merits is extended to and including January 28, 2002.

No further extensions will be granted.

2nd Dist. David Scott Bateman
B146841 v.

Allstate Insurance Co.
The above-entitled matter, now pending in the Court of Appeal,

Second Appellate District, is transferred from Division Eight to
Division Five.

2nd Dist. The People
B150783 v.

Leshun Elena Patton
The above-entitled matter, now pending in the Court of Appeal,

Second Appellate District, is transferred from Division Five to
Division Eight.
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Bar In the Matter of the Application of the Committee of Bar Examiners
Misc. of the State of California for Admission of Attorneys
4186 The written motion of the Committee of Bar Examiners that the

following named applicants, who have fulfilled the requirements for
admission to practice law in the State of California, be admitted to
the practice of law in this state is hereby granted, with permission to
the applicants to take the oath before a competent officer at another
time and place:

(Names Attached to Original Orders for Motions #s 472 & 473.)

S1026281 In the Matter of the Resignation of Ernest S. Ornelaz
A Member of the State Bar of California

The voluntary resignation of Ernest S. Ornelaz, State Bar No.
146011, as a member of the State Bar of California is accepted
without prejudice to further proceedings in any disciplinary
proceeding pending against respondent should he hereafter seek
reinstatement.  It is ordered that he comply with rule 955 of the
California Rules of Court and that he perform the acts specified in
subdivisions (a) and (c) of that rule within 60 and 70 days,
respectively, after the date this order is filed.*  Costs are awarded to
the State Bar.
*(See Bus. and Prof. Code, § 6126, subd. (c).)

S103076 In the Matter of the Resignation of Laurie A. Stoffel
A Member of the State Bar of California

The voluntary resignation of Laurie A. Stoffel, State Bar No.
130897, as a member of the State Bar of California is accepted
without prejudice to further proceedings in any disciplinary
proceeding pending against respondent should she hereafter seek
reinstatement.  It is ordered that she comply with rule 955 of the
California Rules of Court and that she perform the acts specified in
subdivisions (a) and (c) of that rule within 60 and 70 days,
respectively, after the date this order is filed.*  Costs are awarded to
the State Bar.
*(See Bus. and Prof. Code, § 6126, subd. (c).)


